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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed March 6, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant argues that Rinne taken alone or in combination with 
Blausten fails to disclose a RNC used for determining if a connection between an end 
element and a mobile station is to be released. The examiner, however, disagrees. 

Rinne discloses a method and system for controlling a radio communications 
network and radio network controller. Rinne further discloses wherein a need for a 
handover is determined. Such determination is initially made by a mobile station or a 
base station as shown in col. 7, lines 56-67 and col. 8, lines 32-51, which sends 
messages throughout the system about the strength of signal connections. However, 
Rinne still reads on the RNC determining that a new connection has to be made since it 
is shown that the RNC decode these messages and also realize the functions 
requested in the messages (col. 8, lines 40-51). Rinne further discloses that "when" the 
RNC "finds" in a message that a new base station required by the mobile terminal 
belongs to another controller RNC, it informs the anchor controller RNC about the 
handover request. 

Therfore, it can be concluded that the RNC determines that a connection 
between an end element and a mobile station based on decoding a handover request 
message from a mobile station. 

Based on the above remarks, the rejection to claims stands as set forth below. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

3. Claims 1-8, 12-17, 19, 21-23, 31-60 and 77-96 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) as being anticipated by Rinne et al (Rinne), U.S. Patent No. 6,574,473. Please 
note that all of the claims identified above were inadvertently left out of the 
heading of the 102 rejection but were rejected under 102. 

The applied reference has a common Assignee with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome 
either by a showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the 
invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1 .131 . 
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Regarding claims 1 and 97, Rinne discloses a network element (i.e., reads on 
radio network controller) for use in a communication network, said network element 
being arranged between a mobile station (i.e., or terminal) and an end element 
(i.e., reads on MSG), wherein connections are established between said mobile 
station and said end element (MSG) via said network element (col. 5, lines 35-45 
and col. 8, lines 23-32,see Fig. 7), said network element comprising means for 
determining if the connection between said end element and said mobile station 
is to be released (i.e., handover from one an anchor RNG to other RNG, wherein 
link between anchor RNG and old RNG is removed, hence connection between 
end element or MSG and mobile station is released) (col. 6, lines 4-14, col. 8, lines 
23-31 and col. 10, lines 7-18, see Fig. 7). 

Regarding claim 2, Rinne discloses a network element as claimed in. claim 

1, wherein said network element is arranged to release said connection when the 
determining means determines that the connection is to be released (col. 3, lines 24-42, 
col. 4, lines 40-48) 

Regarding, claim 3, Rinne discloses a network element as claimed in claim 

2, wherein said network element is arranged to release the connection between 
the network element and said mobile station (col. 5, lines 35-45, col. 7, lines 56-67 
and col. 10, lines 7-29). 

Regarding claims 4-8 and 23, Rinne discloses a network element as 
claimed in claims 1 , 5,6, 7 and 3, respectively, wherein said network element is 
arranged to send a message (and reques and in response to a release command 
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received from end element) (i.e., release bearers or handover complete) to the 
end element indicating that said connection has been released (col. 10, line 44 to 
col. 1 1 , line 57 and see Figs. 1 1 and 12). 

Regarding claim 12,31-40, Rinne discloses a network element as claimed 
in claims 1-11, respectively, wherein said determining means is arranged to 
determine if the connection is to be released based on the state of the mobile 
station .(col. lo,lines 44-53). 

Regarding claim 13-17,41-60, Rinne discloses a network element as 
claimed in claims 1-11, respectively, wherein said determining means is arranged 
to determine if the connection should be released based on the movement ( and 
location) of said mobile station (i.e., reads on the fact that handover is determined 
based on location or movement of mobile station within the base 
station set of a radio network controller) (col . 17, lines 19-45). 

Regarding claims 19,77-93, Rinne discloses a network element as 
claimed in claims 1-11, respectively, wherein said network element is a radio 
network controller (col. 5, lines 35-45) and includes and end station (i.e., reads 
on mobile station) and an end element (i.e., reads on base station) (col. 5, lines 
35-45). 

Regarding claims 21-22,94-96, Rinne discloses a network element as 
claimed in claim 19, wherein said end element is SGSN and said network operates in 
accordance with the UMTS standard (col. 2,line 65 to col. 3,line 7 and col. 15,lines 8- 
11). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fornns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 9-1 1 and 24-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rinne in view of Blausten, U.S. Patent No. 4,443,875. 

Regarding clainns 9-1 1 , 24-30, Rinne discloses a network element as claimed in claims 
1-8, respectively. Rinne, however, fails to explicitly disclose wherein said determining 
means determines that the connection is to be released if the connection has not been 
used for a predetermined time. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Blausten discloses wherein said determining 
means determines that the connection is to be released if the connection has not been 
used for a predetermined time (col. 3,lines 24-31). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify Rinne to include a elapse time for terminating a connection for handoff 
for the purpose of delaying the process request is the connection is not being used, 
hence preserving rescources. 
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Reassignment Affecting Application Location 



6. The Art Unit location of your application in the USPTO has changed. To aid in 
correlating any papers for this application, all further correspondence regarding this 
application should be directed to Art Unit 2617. 



7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant Is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Conclusion 
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